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DETAILED ACTION 



Claims 1-25 are pending in this application. 



Specification 



2. Claim 22 is objected to because of the following informalities: "The system of claim 18" 
should read "The system of claim 19" (i.e. claim 18 is a method claim and claim 19 is a system 
claim). Appropriate correction is required. 



3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 



4. Claims 1-5 and 7-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Bray et 
al. (6,529,905). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
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5. As to claim 1, Bray teaches the invention as claimed including defining structure for data 
to be transported from said at least one host system (12, Fig. 1) to said storage management 
system (10, Fig. 1) using a markup language (col. 5, lines 19-21); and 

transporting said defined data from said at least one host system to said storage 
management system via a remote procedure call (col. 4, lines 19-21). 

6. As to claim 2, Bray discloses said markup language includes a facility to define tags, as 
well as structural relationships between tags (These are features of the XML language used by 
Bray). 

7. As to claim 3, Bray discloses said markup language is extensive markup language (XML) 
(col. 5, lines 19-21). 

8. As to claim 4, Bray discloses said remote procedure call is an operating system 
independent remote procedure call (col. 4, lines 19-21). 

9. As to claim 5, Bray discloses said remote procedure call is Java Remote Method 
Invocation (RMI) (col. 4, lines 19-21). 

10. As to claim 7, Bray discloses said defining is performed by at least one host agent 
residing on said at least one host system (col. 4, lines 5-10). 
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11. As to claim 8, Bray discloses said transporting is facilitated by said at least one host agent 
(col. 4, lines 10-15). 



12. As to claim 9, Bray discloses retrieving said data to be transported to said storage 
management system from at least one storage device embedded in or communicatively coupled 
to said at least one host system prior to defining the structure of said data to be transported (col. 
5, lines 27-30). 



13. As to claim 10, Bray discloses said retrieving is performed by at least one host agent 
residing on said at least one host system (col. 4, lines 10-1 1 and "node viewing" col. 6, lines 30- 
34). 



14. As to claim 11, Bray discloses processing said defined data at said storage management 
system (col. 6, lines 23-28). 

15. As to claim 12, Bray does not explicitly disclose parsing said defined data using a 
markup language, however this is a necessary step in processing the XML data. 



16. Claims 19-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Slaughter et al. 
(6,643,650). 




. Application/Control Number: 09/845,844 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2126 

17. As to claim 19, Slaughter teaches the invention as claimed including means for obtaining 
discovery information (206 Fig. 18) from at least one storage-related device (204, Figure 18) of 
said enterprise environment; 

means for defining structure of said obtained information using a markup language (XML 
132 Fig. 8); and 

means for transporting said obtained information from said defining means for further 
processing ("instantiate" Fig. 8). " 

18. As to claim 20, Slaughter teaches the invention as claimed including said markup 
language is extensive markup language (XML) (132, Fig. 8). 

19. As to claim 21, Slaughter teaches the invention as claimed including said means for 
transporting includes Java Remote Method Invocation (RMI) (col. 15, lines 48-63). 

20. As to claim 22, Slaughter discloses aid further processing includes a processing means 
flexible to differences between an interface of said defining means and an interface of said 
processing means (2002 Fig. 43). 

21. As to claim 23, Slaughter teaches the invention as claimed including at least one host 
system; 

at least one host agent process, wherein each of said at least one host agent process 
resides on a respective host system of said at least one host system (Fig. 7); and 
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a storage management system, wherein said storage management system is 
communicatively coupled to said at least one host system (1 14 Fig. 6); 

wherein at least one of said at least one host agent process is operable to define device 
discovery information in a markup language format and transport said formatted discovery 
information to said storage management system via a remote procedure call (col. 75, line 60 - 
col. 76, line 7 and col. 15, lines 48-63). 

22. As to claim 24, Slaughter teaches the invention as claimed including said markup 
language format is an extensive markup language (XML) format (132, Fig. 8).. 

23. As to claim 25, Slaughter teaches the invention as claimed including said remote 
procedure call is Java Remote Method Invocation (RMI) (col. 15, lines 48-63). 



24. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



Claim Rejections - 55 USC § 103 



25. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bray et al. 
(6,529,905). 
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26. As to claim 13, Bray does not disclose said parsing is performed by a standard extensive 
markup language (XML) parser. However, standard XML parser libraries are well known I the 
art. 

27. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to use a standard XML parser in the system of Bray to reduce the time and monetary costs 
involved in writing an XML parser from scratch, 

28. Claims 6, 14-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bray et 
al. (6,529,905) in view of Slaughter et al. (6,643,650). 

29. As to claim 6, Bray does not disclose said defined data is device discovery data. 
Slaughter discloses defined data is device discovery data (col. 75, line 60 - col. 76, line 7). 

30. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine the document look up mechanism of Slaughter in the system of Bray in order to 
allow clients to locate documents in a language independent manner (col. 7, lines 34-49). 

31. As to claim 14, Bray does not disclose providing said defined data to a flexible interface 
of said storage management system. Slaughter discloses providing said defined data to a flexible 
interface of said storage management system (col. 75, lines 63-67). 
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32. As to claim 15, Bray and Slaughter do not explicitly disclose said interface is operable to 
accept at least a portion of said defined data corresponding to a data field of said interface that 
exceeds a size parameter of said corresponding data field. However, truncation of excess data is 
well known in the art and it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to accept a portion of data that exceeds a size parameter in order to increase 
the robustness of the system. 

33. As to claim 16, Bray and Slaughter do not explicitly disclose said interface is operable to 
ignore any portion of said defined data that does not correspond to a data field of said interface. 
However it is well known in the art that a defining feature of XML is that unrecognized tags are 
ignored when processing said document. 

34. As to claim 17, Bray and Slaughter do not disclose said interface is operable to insert at 
least one default value into a data field of said interface when information relating to said field is 
not provided in said defined data. However, the use of default parameters when none is specified 
is well known in the art and it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to use a default value in place of any omitted parameters in order to 
increase the robustness of the system. 

35. As to claim 1 8, Bray does not disclose said transporting occurs in response to a request 
from said storage management system, said request being made after said storage management 
system determines a change in device information has occurred since a prior transmission of data 
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to said storage management system. Slaughter discloses said transporting occurs in response to a 
request from said storage management system, said request being made after said storage 
management system determines a change in device information has occurred since a prior 
transmission of data to said storage management system ("AdvElementChangedEvent" Fig. 21). 

36. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Edward Bross whose telephone number is 305-8754. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng-Ai An can be reached on 305-9678. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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